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Entered as s essend lone matter June 4, 1906, at the P. O. at Garrison, N. Y., under Act of Congress March 3, 1879 
For Zion’s sake will I not hold my Peace, and for Jerusalem's sake I will not rest 
until the Righteousness thereof go forth as brightness and the Salvation thereof as a 
Lamp that Burneth. —Isaiah Ixii: 1. 


CHARITY THE PRECURSOR OF UNTTPY. | Constantinople for illustration. At the Gen 


an eral Council of Ephesus, when the Papal legate, 


Dr. Charles A, Briggs five years ago, plead Philip, sitting as president, said: “Tt is doubt 


‘ing for unity, exclaimed, “Tf only Rome would | ful to no one, but rather known to all ages, that 


renew her first love, the reunion of the Catho- | holy and blessed) Peter, Prince and Head of 
lie Chureh would be assured” (Article “Catho- | the Apostles, Pillar of the Paith, and Foun 
lic, the Name and Thing’ in the American | dation of the Catholic Church, received) from 


Journal of Theology, 1903). But there are | our Lord) Jesus Christ. the keys of 
two parties to every separation and there must | the Kingdom of Heaven... whe to this 


he two parties at least to every reconciliation. | very time and forever, lives and exercises judg 
Dr. Briggs’s words imply that Rome's return | ment ins his successors.” there was ne protest 
to her first love would of itself restore unity. | but) only assent on the part oof the astern 
While recognising the need of a more abound. | prelates. Alike in head and heart) the Past 
ing charity on the part of the Church of Rome, lat this time was lovally attached to the Poly 
it must be evident to the unbiased observer | See, repeatedly appealing to it) for help and 
that there is also required the same great ine | self pres rvation amid) the successive heresies 
that rent and tore the Oriental patriarehates. 

Still later at the Sixth General Couneil the 


centive to unity--Love, on the part of the Or 
Thodox Churches of the East and the many sep 
arated Christian bodies of the West. mutually | letter of Pope Agathe to the emperor was read, 
operative, and also directed toward Rome. Fin which occurs the following: “Peter by a 
i triple commendation received the spiritual 


It was Dr. Briggs, who reminded us a good 
while ago, that it was not doctrinal disagree | sheep of the Church from the Redeemer of all. 
ment with Rome which occasioned cither the | to be fed by him: under whos protection this 
Greek: schism or the manifold divisions grow | his Apostolic Church (of Rome) las never 
ing out of the so-called Reformation, but there | turned aside from the way of truth inte ny 
came a breach of charity first and the doe lerror whatsoever... but what in the be 
trinal repudiation of the Papacy came after’) ginning of the Faith she received) from he r 
P| Pounders, the Chief of the Apostles of Christ. 
retains unsullied to the end, according to 


wards as a justification for remaining out: of 
communion with the Roman Church. sti 
Let us take the breach between Rome and | the divine promise of our Lord and Saviour 













































Himself, which in the Gospel He gave to the 
Prince of the Apostles: ‘Peter, Peter, behold 
Satan hath desired to sift you (My Apostles) as 
wheat, but Phave prayed for thee that thy faith 
fail not: and when thou art converted strength 
en thy brethren. Now because in heart as 
well as in mind they were still one with the 
Holy See. we find the Fathers of | Bast 
grecting i, priciest, «ial |Bla’ cleailaasie 
tion: “Peter hath spoken through Agathe! 


rik FORMELA OF TLORMISD AS, 


That up to the time of Photius and the great 
schism, the Bast was in agreement with 
Rome on the score of orthodoxy is evidenced 
by the Formula of Pope THormisdas, which the 
astern prelates signed universally in’ A. D. 
519 and their suecessors continued to sign un- 
til it beeame traditional and was handed on 
from generation to generation.  Phis Pormula 


begins: “In the Apostolic See religion has ever 





been kept immaculate, Where fore desiring not to 
be parted from that) faith and hopes we ex 
communicate all hereties, and in particular 
Nestorius. ete. 


ters of Pope Leo. following in all things the 


We receive and approve all let 


Apostolic See, ana prof ssing all its deerees.” 


LYONS AND FLORENCE, 


At both these svnods the representative sof the 
Bast united with their Latin brethren in recog 
nizing “the Primacy over the whole world” of 
the Roman Pontiff “and that the same Reoy on 
Pontiff is the Suecessor of Blessed Peter. «tu 
true Viear of Christ. and Plead of the whol 
Church. and Father and Peacher of all Chris 
tians” (Decrees of the Council of Florence). 

Then why did the Councils of Lyons and of 
Florence fail to heal the Greek schism? Be 

cause, when the Eastern delegates returned to 
their homes they found the heart of both clergy 
and people set against Rome and all that they 
had accomplished was repudiated with detesta 
tion, And may we not maintain witha reasonable 
degree of certainty that until the Fast is again 
filled with love for Rome, the Orientals will con 
tinue to make the filioque and their other points 
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of theological divergence, a sufficient reason for 
Inaintaining their position of separation. And 
is not the case very similar as between the An- 
elican Chureh and the See of Rome? 


ENGLAND AND ROME, 


Until Henry VITTth turned his heart) away 
from the Pope, who was a stronger defender of 
the jure divino Primacy of the Bishop of Rome 
than Henry himself? Did he not receive the 
tithe of Defender of the Faith for his book 
against Luther, in which he maintained with all 
his great learning the doctrine of Papal Supre 
macy? Tt was Ann Boleyn that first converted 
Henry into a Protestant and it was Henry who 
turned the heart of the English nobility away 
from the Pope by enriching them with the 
spoils of the monasteries and the Church lands. 
As for the nation at large, it was far into the 
reign oof) Elizabeth before the Reformation 
really became popular, and the political argu 
ments of the unfortunate Spanish Armada, the 
Papal excommunication of the Queen and later 
the Gun-powder plot had more to do with mak 
ing the English people intensely anti-Papal 
than the government's agents. who declaimed 
from the pulpits that the Pope was antichrist 
and Rome the Searlet Woman of the Apocalypse. 

We believe it to be an indication of the re- 
markable working of the Holy Spirit that this 
deep seated hostility of the English people to- 
ward Rome engendered by the Tudor policy, 
shows umnistakable signs of breaking down, 
and a new temper of thoughtful attention to- 
ward later historical research is becoming more 
and more manifest. May it not be that. this 
tendeney at no far distant time will swell into 
a tide setting toward the old central point of 
authority. and of unity, the Chair of Peter 
Then we willsbegin to see the fulfilment of that 
prophesy of Malachi which forms the closing 
words of the Old Testament: “Behold, Twill 
send Elijah the prophet before the coming of 
the great and dreadful day of the Lord: and he 
shall turn the heart of the fathers to the chil- 
dren, and the heart of the children to their 


fathers. 
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MULTUM IN PARVO. 


the enormous amount of 


That 
spent in Great Britain for drink is now di 


money once 
minishing is shown by the following figures. 
In 1900 there were 38 gallons of beer per head 
Now 27.63 gallons. In 1900) the 

” 


consumption of spirits was 2 gallons per head. 


consumed, 
Now it is less than 1 gallon. ‘Pen years ago 
there 235 542 liquor To clay 
there are 16,711 less, making 218,631 in’ all. 
The room for further shrinkage is) still) im 


were shops. 


HneTise, 


The Society of St. Thomas of Canterbury 
held its second great meeting for 1908, the 
sixth year of its history, in St. Paul's Chapter 
House, London, on November 10th. Phe lee 
turer was Rev. R. M. Nason, M. A.. Reetor of 
Sainthbury, Gloucestershire. Tis subject, “La 
ther, His Life and Times.” The subject of the 
Society's study during 1908 has been “Intre 
the Luther and) his 
protest against Indulgences.” ‘Phe lecturer at 
the May meeting, Holdborn ‘Town Phall, was 
the Rev. Sydney Smith. S. do. subject, “Induly 
Father Smith's able paper was subs 


duction to Reformation 


ences.” 
quently published in’ The Month. 

A correspondent) of the English Chureh 
Guardian writes: 

“One of the happiest incidents jn the recent. friendly 
demonstrations which have been taking place in’ Turkey 
has been the action of the Moslem Judge-Governor of 
Nazareth, When 
Constitution received by the 
Kaim-Makam 


asties of the various native Christian bodies 


the news of the granting 


Vurkish offi 


the town of 
of the 


was 
invited representative ecelesi 
Orthodos 
Latin, and Church Missionary Society te the mosque 
\ large assembly of Moslem sheikhs, ulemas, and laity, 
as well as Eastern and Western Christians, gathered 

Kann Makan 
read a portion of the Koran, and then preached loser 
which all 


Ottoman subjects are henceforth te show to ene an 


“Ascending the minhber (pulpit), the 


mon oon the duties of love and equality. 


other, © When he had finished, the mative C. M.S. pas 
tor of Christ Church, Nazareth, was asked to address 
the huge audience. The Rev. Asad) Mansur went up 


into the minber and in’ fearless tones proved that the 
ideas of liberty, brotherhood, and equality amongst men 


which the new era has ushered in were the very prin 


255 


ciples which ‘Isa, the Sen of Mars, 
world te proclaim. Tis 


\tter hing a 


had come inte this 


wldre thet with approbation 


Nazareth Orthodox and a Pranecisean priest 


iddressed the people, and them several bivinen read 


Vroboc speeehe md poets, prepared for this oeeasion 
Phas is the first instance in’ Palestine where t tative 
clergyman oof the Chureh of england delivered what 


Wats virtually a Christian sermon from a0 Mosler pul 


Mak. 


. neeting net long avo the Rev. 


C. BR. Osborn. biog tpl roof Father Dolling 
fand reetor of Wallsend on Tyne, was both 
Witty and wise when he said 
“Et was necessary te show the bishops that they w riled 
give them the obedience die to them. and that any at 
tempt to go bevoud this, as in the ease of the orn 
toents rubric, could mot possibly be admitted Phe ery 


of “Trost the bishops’ had a perfeetly real meaning in 
some ophices, bat when the had, oa in other parts, 
Hishops going behind the othe Chureh and seek 
ing focenferee purely State decisions, then the only 
thing was to say te those whe were fathers-in-bow and 
net fathers-in-Giod, that they would give then that 
canonical obedience due dy the letter of the baw, ane 
neta whit bevond it Int own chacese of Neweustle 
thes the had oo priest whe, daw standing out im sueh oa 
nonner, deserved them thanks, because there could te 
ne doubt whatever that if t ‘ N ervene else 
would be expected te cho the one In veh cases 
theirs was a eonstitut ' ‘ nee fer ' itutional 
demands.” 

The fore vomng referenmer is to the Rev. Canon 
Thompson. the vieor of Eaton. Norwich. whe 


lias twice repelled from Tloly Conmuniunion Mer 


\lan Branister. uiiwer of the Norwieh fram 
wavs. sinee he contracted a civil marriage with 
his decensed wife's sister The last oeension. 


ret red MI 


wis on the 


Banister the privilege of 
Octo 


when hie 
COMMUNION third Sunday of 


ber in the teeth of the order obtained tw the 


applicant from the Court of Arehes command 


ing the viear te receive hin 


Commenting upon this the Charch Times 
said editorially P 

“The thanks of Churehimen are due to the firme 
of Canon Photmpae in ref y te admit) te Com 
union a couple whe had t ted ou y sithin 
the clegrees vhibitedt | the ¢ } It true that 
there was nothing else whieh he 1 tenth de 
but it is net evervene whe tas the « ve ta vet eon 





net 


Se ee ewe 


an create ener See 
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sistently when public opinion is against his following 
the strict path of duty. The situation created by Sir 


Lewis Dibdin’s recent judgment is critical, involving, 


as it does, the question whether the existing connexion 
ef the Church with the State is any longer tolerable, 
if it means that the law of the former can be altered 
at pleasure by the civil legislature. Tf Sir Lewis 
Dibdin’s judgment can be upheld, we can only say that 
the sooner the Church is) disestablished, even at the 
cost of wholesale disendowment, the better it) will be 
for religion. Such a relation is a seandal to Chris- 
tianity, 2... We trust) that) the most cordial sup- 
pert will be given to Canon ‘Thompson in’ his splendid 
stand for principle.” 

The Paris Seminary for Foreign Missions 
has recently published its yearly record cf 
apostolic works accomplished in’ 1907 in’ the 
thirty-two missions confided to its care... Tt is 
certainly a remarkable accounting which may 


be summed up in these few figures : 


SUUMEHE PHAPUIEINE goose es easton 54,161 

Pagan children baptized in danger 
NINN os: c 385 alin: 6h freer eae Pac 137.045 

Christian children baptized... ... tS.7 44 


The thirty-two missions are provided) with 
priests from this one seminary, are adminis 
tered by 86 bishops, assisted by 1.870 European 
Missionaries, 765 native priests and 2,767 cate 
chists.  “Phese missions are equipped with 5,400 
churches or chapels, #R seminaries in’ which 
there are 2,188) students, #145 schools with 
122.842 children, both sexes, 3843 infant and 
orphan asylums, which provide for 23,162 lit- 
tle ones, #21 dispensaries and 119 hospitals and 


kh per houses. 


The determination of Pope Pius to exalt in 
every way the character and quality of the 
Catholic pric sthood is evidenced not only by the 
reform and increased efficiency of the Roman 
seminaries, but by requiring a riper scholarship 
and a maturer age on the part of candidates 
for Hols Orders. 

At present) priests may be ordained at 24. 
After the new code of Canon Law, now in course 
of preparation, is issued, the age for the priest 
hood will be raised to $1. 


it is now $3. 


Among the Jesuits 





The right to veto the election of a cardinal 
to the Papacy who is not acceptable to them, 
has been taken away from the Catholic Powers. 
Any cardinal daring to offer such a veto in any 
future conelave, will be excommunicated, 

In T8771, the year next after that of the 
Vatican definition, the Bishops of Switzerland 
issucd a joint pastoral which received the com 
mendation of Pope Pius EX. 
an extract from it: 

“It can not be said that the Roman Pontiff. is per- 
sonally infallible, in the sense that each of his affirma- 


The following is 


| tions is infallible, and that it depends on his) personal 





Views to impose faith in new dogmas upon the faithful. 
The Pope is infallible neither as a man, nor as a scholar, 
nor as a priest, nor as a bishop, nor as a temporal 
prince, nor as a judge, ner as a legislater. He is 
neither infallible nor incapable of sin in’ his life and 
conduct, in his political views, in’ his) relations with 
princes, or even in the government of the Church; but 
he is solely and exclusively infallible when, in his quali 
ty of Supreme Doctor of the Church he pronounces a 
decision in matter of faith or morals that ought to be 
accepted and held as obligatory by all the people.” 
TO TAP VESUVIS, 

A certain Signer Coartino has recently devised a plan 
to prevent a recurrence of former disastrous eruptions 
of Vesuvins and at the same time to utilize the products 
of voleanic activity. 


It is a well-known fact that towards the end of an 


} eruption large mosses of lava are forced up into the 


crater without being ejected. They cool and harden, 
thus forming the solid floor of the crater which for the 
time being puts a stop to further eruption. Yet the 
interior activity goes on, and when the enclosed gases 
during the period of intermission have accumulated to 
such a degree that their expansive force is sufficient: to 
break the floor of the crater, a sudden eruption follows 

Now it is precisely this sudden and disastrous erup- 
tion which Signor Coartino proposes to prevent by dig 


ving a horizontal tunnel into the voleana at its base, 


| which would) establish a communication between the 


| crater and the outside, thus creating an outlet: for the 


| divorce.” 


gaseous products and the lava which are confined in 
the interior of the mountain. The activity of the vel- 
canoe would then beeome continuous and slow. ‘The 
tunnel would open towards the sea, and the biva would 
be made to flow inte moulds, from which, after coeling, 
the finished building stones could be gathered. 


“LT fail to see how there can be an innocent party to a 


Rishop Scarborough. 
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THE PRINCE OF TITE APOSTLES. 


Korvon’s Nove. la printing the following review of 
his well-known book, designed by its authors to show 
that the Primacy of St. Peter's See is essential to true 
Church Unity because sunk wivino, we take oecasion to 
vay that the present edition is almost exhausted. Steps 
will shortly he taken to gel out a second edition, but 
those who desire to possess the book without a delay of 
several months would better order at once. The Prince 
of the Apostles with ve ry little adverstisement has won 
recoquition by its real merit and the demand for it has 
steadily increased, 

The authors of this book are well known as) cham 
pions and leaders of the movement which advocates the 
corporate reunion of the Chureh of Fngland with the 
Church of call lands. ‘The purpose of the work whieh 
is dedicated “to the hener of the illustrious  Vreh 
hishops, St. Anselm and St. Thomas of Canterbury, in 
thanksgiving for their example and in’ the hope of 
their intercession.” is precisely to show that) this re 
union is) possible and thinkable, in’ the light of Serip 
ture, tradition and history, only on condition of accept 
ing the dogmatic teaching of the See of Rome. of ae 
hnowledging the Pope as the successor of St. Peter and 
the Hlead of the Christian Church, and vielding bim 
loval obedience. ‘The arguments in favor of the Pri 
macy of St. Peter and the See of Rome are set forth 
from Seripture; there is a review of the testimony of 
the tradition in the Eastern and Western Church to the 
fundamental’ truth, and especially the testimony of th 
British Church from its beginning, in the pre-reformia 
tion period, under the ‘Tudors, and since; and finally, 
from the very standpoint of the Anglican Church, it 
is shown that there ean be no reasonable objections te 
the acceptation of the dogmas of the Tmmaculate Con 
ception of the Blessed Virgin and Papal Tnfatlibilits 

The Seriptural arguments are well known te the 
Catholic student, being set forth in every Catholic test 
hook of theology ; but we venture to sav that they are 
presented in this volume with special vividness and con 
ereteness. The argument from = tradition, with mo) pre 
tention to completeness, clearly and forcibly establishes 
the unbroken continuity of the belief in the primacy 
of the See of Rome As to the particular tradition 
of the Church of England, the argument is based on 
the most recent historical researches, especially those 
of Drs. Gairdner, Bliss, Tuard and Green. Tt is mest 
conclusive: “The Church of England to-day claims econ 
tinuity with the Church of England before the Refor 
mation; and the Chureh of England before the Refer 
ination Was in conscious dependence upon the: Holy See 
in spiritual, from start to finish, that is. from A. D 
O97 to ALD. 1538." 

Some will perhaps find in this volume a certain ob 
scurity or lack of precision in the conception of Papal 


Infallibility; others will not share. de spite their earnest 
wish for its SUCCESS, the somewhat optimistic opinion 
of the authors about a corporate reunion of the Chureh 
of England with the See of Rome; and there is room 
for doubt as to whether, even in the field. of discipline, 
Rome, though she certainly eould, would judge itt ex 
pedient to tolerate the actual situation of the Anglican 
Church, as is implied by the writers. Viewed from the 
standpoint of its arguments and statements, however, 
the hook is condusive; it is sincere, earnest. and loval 
in its treatment Vo the fair-minded Nngliean, it) ean 
not fail te bring suspicion and awaken reflection about 
the soundness of his position Among Catholies, it} will 
Increase hope for the return of many te the Prue bold, 
mado suggest a more fervent praver for the suceess of 
the movement se carnesthy promoted by the learned 


writers St) Johu's Quarterly 


COED WERDER 

To the Bditor of the Montreal Sta 
Sin: In reference to a) resolution coneerning child 
tourder passed lately by certain Ontario phy sieians 
will vou allow me te dake a few remarks whieh 
tuay serve to elucidate more fully the point at) issue? 


Those medical men hold that if is murder to kill an in 


fant, unless it be ta save the mother’s life Now, iti 
difficult to understand whe it is not likewise murder te 
hill a child even te save the mothers life. unless one 
vhoit the immeral principle that “the end justifies the 
means.” Surely this child cannot be considered an un- 
just aggressor whem if would be lawful to kill in’ self 
defences he merely stays in bis natural abode where his 
parents deliberately phoced bin Neither should he be 
treated like a diseased member. which may he arpa 
tated to save the rest oof the hodv. because he is a 
distinet and complete human being with an undoubted 
right to existence. Tle has, te say the least, as much 
right to live as his parents, seemng that he didi not choose 
to be where he is, whilst his purrents of set prrpease laid 
him in the maternal womb, as in his ewn natural living 
eradle Of a truth, those scientist. possess an ethic il 
code which is sadiv at variance with God's law, as we 
learn from Exodus xxiii, 7: Phe innocent and righteous 


slay then net.” Carinorie Tirrenogias 


If the leaders af the people deny God and disregard 
His Jaws their followers will despise mithority. and 
serve iniquity Whatever leaders believe and teach and 
do, the millions eome to recept No society ean long 
endure that abandons God Sooner or later, the state 
ruled by godless leaders will be torn from: its moorings 
ind be earried swiftly and helplessly te mnarchy and 
ruin. Ree, Gilbert PL Jenninas 

“Polygamy comprebends a group of wives at one time, 
while diverce simply means driving them in tandems 

W. Rourke Cockran 
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CHRISTMAS IN EELDORE 


Long vears avo, when Cromwell sternly ruled, 
Through Eldore rode a herald all in states 

Who loud with trompet bhist proclaimed: 

“No Christmas nunnery rites shall be observed, 
No lights or flawers or miusie shall there be, 

No chime of bells in’ church or chapel tower: 
Keep ve the Lord's appointed: Sabbath day 

Nnd leave to heathen bend veh festival 

“Twas Christmas Ever and as i " 
Vhe great cathedral for the feast was decked 

With ivy leaves and holly berries bright 

Phe mistletoe around the pillers twinned 

And choicest flowers the nerble altars erreod 

The people heard the Puritan's decree, 

And shades of deepening gloom encireled all, 

Save one, a child. a) fairshaired chorister, 

Who failed to understund the mandate deersh 

Vhrough twilight’s gatheri fivele he tripped along 
Phe street that te the ore }oovitnster led 

AU dight and wav of heart. be watehed the star 

As through the rifted elouds they bright!) gleaned 
“Thev are the vers mes he thonweht. “that ones 
Shone radiant oer the eave of Betht hen 

When Christ, the Tloly One of God Tic cone 

Vo this bleak earth on Christmas tor * 


Phes musing jovfully he sped al 


And passing quickly throneh the ehoneel door, 
Tle took bis wanted padree witl the cheir, 
While marveling much the othe evel prot cone 
But not distaved. the le ! tread 
No ghid) surprise that) Christ) nieht te ‘ 
Phe coumdtes om the alter the he Vit, 

And mo with fell ohed deouet the one 4 me 
“Glory to God oon high snd pees te nen 
Birk ais the authem’s to Soca eisthal tisk 

And echo weet resonnded frome the walls, 


AN band of armed Puritans drew near 

Amazed to see the altar all aglow, 

Phe singer standing there with fee uoriised, 
Entranced as if with seraph choirs le me. 
Thev felt that heaven had opened wide its doors, 
tevealing jovs unseen, unheard before 


Some spell o'er them: its potenev had cast, 





For by an impulse strong they knelt in praver, 
While still that sweet eelestial song rang on 
Then one by one the soldiers left the ehureh 
With silent step amd heads in reverence bent: 
And when the bew his “Gloria” had sung. 

Hle hastened homeward, thanking God that Efe 
Had given him a voice te sing TLis praise 

O fervent, happy-hearted sinless ehild, 

Tlow little didst thon dream that by thy song 
ATL heaven was moved. and inspiration woke 


Tmpelling Cromwell tooo kindlier deed 
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That very night the edict was revoked, 
And when the morning dawned, the chimes rang out, 
\nd Eldore knew a joyful Christmas day. 

Helen Sayre in St. Mary's Messenger. 


THE CONTINUTPY OF THE ANGLICAN 
CHURCH, 

This was one of the subjeets discussed at the 
English Church Congress last October. The 
Bishop of Bristol (the Right) Rev. G. F. 
Browne, D. DL) read) the initial paper and 
enunciated some remarkable assertions, AMON 
them the following: . 

“The Church oof Bngland, then, was from the he- 
ginning as it is new, a National Church. Tt has never 
been anything else. In its tithe there has never been 
for exsunple any admixture of the name or the idea 
of Rome. Tgnorant people are found to say that we 
were Roman Catholies down to the time of the Refor 
mation. ‘The statement is ridiculous. We were, as we 
ire new, Catholics, the Tloly Catholie Church planted 


ind continuously abiding in’ the land.” 

The Rev. IE. TE. Tlenson, D. D., Canon of West- 
minster Abbey, following inimediately upon the 
Bishop of Bristol flatly contradicted = what 
Bishop Browne with such confident assurance 
had asserted. “Tgnorant people are found to 
via” declares the Bishop, “that we were Roman 
Catholics down to the time of the Reformation. 


The statement is ridiculous.” Whatever may 
he satd of Canon Henson he certainly is not 
an “ignorant person” and yet this is what he 
said: 

“Until the Reformation the Chureh of England 
the organised society of baptized persons living in Eng 
land owas an intearal part of the Holy Roman Church, 
which, in the prevailing ignorance, seemed identical with 
the whole body of Christian folk on earth the Holy 
Catholic Chureh itself. Until the Reformation. indeed, 
‘there was no eeclesiastically organised body that) an- 
swered te’ the name Church of England. ‘No tie of 
inecclesiastienl or spiritual kind bound the Bishop of 
Chichester to the Bishop of Carlisle, except that which 
hound them both te French and Spanish Bishops, and 
we must add, subjeeted them both te the Roman Pope 
lhe first effect of the Reformation was to destroy this 
lirge fellowship, and to create, as a separate entity, the 
Choreh of England. 

THE REFORMATION A NATIONAT REVOLT. 

The primary character of the English) Reformation 

was that of a national revolt against an international 
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ud supernational authority.” ([talies ours throughout.) 

It is not often that we have oceasion to quot. 
Canon Henson with approval, but in the pres 
ent instance the verdict of fact rests with him 
rather than with the Bishop of Bristol. 

BISHOP BROWNE FURTIFER DISCREDITED, 

The following letter appeared in the Guar 
dian of October 21st: 

Sin: It is plain to some of us, from the drift of the 
papers on “Continuity” at the Congress, that the more 
precise knowledge of English Church history is) only 
now beginning to be realised; and, with your permis 
son, T will make some comments, not unmindful, how 
ever, of the deference that is due to the distinguished 
readers in’ question, 

1. ‘The National Chureh. Is it accurate to speak of 
1 “nation in this country at all in’ the seventh cen 
tury’ Did not the unity of the nation to a large ex 
tent grow out of the unity of the Church rather than 
precede it? Was not the missionary movement begin 
hing A.D. 597, simply the extension inte this country 
of the Western Church? Was not the Tloly See th 
ichnowledged) spiritual centre of that Chureh? 

2 “Tgnerant people were found to say that we were 
Roman Catholics down to the time of the Reforma 
tion.” Is this charge of “ignorance” a just ones 
Whenee did) Wilfrid) obtain his) episcepal authority + 
From the Tloly See. Who sent Theodore? The Tloly 
see. Who authorised King Offa to set up Lichfield inte 
in Archbishopric? ‘The Holy See. From whem did 
hKenulph, King of Mercia, obtain authority te restore 
the Arehbishoprie of Canterbury? From the Holy See 
\t the Couneil of Cloveshoe, A. D. 808, the Fnglist 
Bishops declare “that the Apostolic Pope had sent inte 
sritain an authoritative precept of his prerogative, 
commanding the honour of St. Augustine's See to be 
restored in all its completeness, with all its perishes 
(i. ¢., Dioceses) just as St. Gregory the Apostle and 
master of our nation arranged it.” (Uaddan and 
Stubbs, Vol. TIT, p. 543.) Kemble, the great authority 
on the Anglo-Saxon Chureh, who. secording to Dean 
Hook, enabled Dr. Stubbs “to overcome the ehrone 
logical difficulties of Anglo-Saxen  Beclesiastical his 
tory.” lays it down in his work on The Savons in Pay 
land (Book TT, chap. viii, p. 371, note), “Phe question 
is not whether the Roman See had the right to make the 


demand, but whether usurpation or not it) was ae 


quieseed in and admitted by the Anglo-Saxon Chureh: 


indoon that point there ean be no dispute” | Again 
“There is not) the slightest) doubt that) despite th 
Keltie clergy the Anglo-Saxon Chureh looked with 
fection and respect to Rome as the source of its own 
being.” 

3 \fter the Conquest (1006) Mr. Henson's quota 
tion from Dr. Maitland (The Guardian, p. Vil Oc 
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Ruddy as Sharon's Rose, 
As lily white, 
Lo, here exposed the Host 


To mortal sight. 


Ye humble men of heart, 
Souls gone before, 

Green Barth, vea, all His Works, 
Behold, adore! 


B.D. Farrar in “The MAeademy.” 


THE PE'PRINE TENTS IN THE FOURTH 
GOSPEL. 


Vincent MceNarnrn, O. P. 





The above is the heading of the leading: ar- 
ticle in the last number of the Mew York Re 
view, which to the genuine regret of its read 
ers has suspended publication, not mas the hews 
putpers have reported becuse condemned hy 
the Curia, but beeause to quote from The Re 
view itself, “the number of Catholics interested 
in questions which are of importance to the 
thinkers of the present: generation and which 
will be vital to all classes in the neat has been 
found to be so small that it does not justify the 
continuance of the Review.” 

So far from being condemned at Rome, it is 
stated that: 

“Neither the New York Review nor any issue 
of it, nor any article published in it has ever 
heen made the object of official condemnation 
or censure by any authority, local or general, 
in the Catholic Church. 


publication, not by command of authority, but 


Tt is now suspe nding 


hy the decision of its editors and for the rea- 
sons set down.” 

The chapter in “The Prince of the Apostle "is 
entitled “St. Peter in the Apocalypse’ has been 
criticised as containing textual evidence for the 
Primacy of St. Peter and his universal juris 
diction not usually to be found in the writings 
of Papal apologists. Tt is reassuring to find 
an exegete of such high reputation as Pather 
MeNabb  adducing the same evidence. Te 
SAVS: 

“Before the appearance of the Fourth Gospel St. 
John’s witness to the Primacy of Peter had found a 


place in the Apocalypse. 


To appreciate this witness 


to the full it must be borne in mind that the writer 
of the Apocalypse put forward claims to a high posi- 
tion in’ the hierarchy of the Church. With) apostolic 
boldness he frankly corrected the Bishops of Seven 
Sees, founded by St. Paul. Among those whom he 
reprimanded was St. ‘Timothy. On any theory of the 
authorship of the Apocalypse it is undeniable that) the 
writer could not expect to further his own claims by 
supporting those of St. Peter. To exalt St. Peter's 
claims was in reality te diminish or to seem to di- 
Moreover, the theme of the book does 
netoat first sight demand the slightest reference to St 


ininish his own 


Peters position. Tf St. Peter's name and privilege find 
to plaice in the book it is because the writer fully ree- 
ognized that St. Peters providential position, no mat- 
ter how frankly stated, could nowise endanger his own. 

“When, therefore, he deseribed the twelve foundations 
ef the Chureh, he makes it} clear that one of those 
twelve, and that) one confessedly, St. Peter had a 
privilege bevond his fellow Apostles. ‘To each of the 
\postles is assigned a mystical stone; 

1h. tad the wall of the city had twelve foundations 
and in them the twelve names of the twelve Apostles 
of the Lamb. 

8, tnd the building of the wall thereof was of 
Jasper stone a oe ee 

19. dnd the foundations of the wall of the city were 
adorned with all manner of precious stones, The first 
foundation was Jasper; the second, sapphire; the third, 
uw chaleedony, ete. 

It has been often remarked that the whole wall of the 
city was of the same stone, Jasper, as the first) founda 
tion. 

Without laying undue stress upon this passage from 
the Apocalypse, we may fairly rank it amongst the wit- 
ness of St. John. Tf it does nothing further, at least it 
serves as a Cpreparatio anim’ to those who are about to 
study the witness of the Fourth Gospel.” 

The dialogue between Christ and St. Peter 
in the NNIst Chapter of St. John. where our 
Lord gives the threefold commission: “Feed My 
lambs, feed My sheep. feed My sheep’ is re 
garded hy Father MeNabb as the most con 
vincing and conclusive of the many Petrine 
texts in the Fourth Gospel. Te elaborates his 
argument as follows: 

“There are many reasons for considering this last 
witness of St. John to be the strongest proof of St 
Peter's claims As the argument is convergent we will 
set it down under eertain headings 

“1. Tt is commonly held that the Pourth Gospel end- 
ed with the phrase: ‘But these [things] are written 
that vou may believe that Jesus is the Christ the Sen 


f God: and that believing vou may have life in his 


name. (xx, 31.) 
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felt to be an 
post-seript; and, if so, it must have been written for 
This 


“2. Chapter xxi is) thus after-word 


same definite purpose, purpose may be, perhaps, 


discovered: by internal external evidence, 


“3. There are two main facts in’ the post-seript: the 





commission to St. Peter and the promise to St. John, 
do these two facets grow out of certain external cir 
cumstunces of the time of writing. 

“4. Before the death of St. John there had arisen a 
state of things which must have caused many difficulties 
in the early Christian Chureh. ALL the Apostles were 
dead. St. dames’ successor ruled the Chureh at Jerusa 
em. St. Peter's successor sat in the chair of the Fish 
erman, "The apostolic dignity was the highest in’ the 
Church; and one alone, St. Jobo. could elain apostle- 
ship. Moreover this Apostle had) shown his apostolic 
pewer and boldness by reprimanding seven of the Sees 
established by St. Paul oor by the followers of st 
Paul. 

“Again, this one remaining Apostle had received from 
his divine Master a mystic promise of life. Indeed it 


was commonly believed that he was net to die and 
the common belief wis confirmed by the fact that when 
condemned to) death by Domitian, the Apostle came 


torth from oa cauldron of boiling oil, as the three chil 
(rncame forth from the Babylonian furnace 

“> Whilst thinking over this the 
world naturally be forced to ask themselves “What is 
St. John’s the Chureh? Is he its Heads 
Ikan Apostle not of greater power and authority. than 
\postle? 


early Christians 
position in 


the suecessor of an And after having received 


“oon favours from the Messias, after having stood 
by the Cross, after having been given charge of the 
Mother of Christ, if this Apostle has received a further 
“itt oof immortality, must he not have been provi 
dentially appointed to rule the whole Beeclesia 

“6. About this time the Corinthian Church was dis 
tracted as in St. Paul's days by a struggle of parties 


It is hardly possible that having reeeived their Chris 
Nsia 
turn 


fianity. from Minor, and from oan apostle, thes 


hould to- 


wards another \postle, Whose watehfulness safeguarded 


not their towards Ephesus aud 


eves 


evenoof the Pauline Churches. 


“Moreover Ephesus was the nearest Asiatic port te 
Corinth, "There was in all likelihood a serviee of pack 
ets by whieh a letter could receive its answer ina 


few davs. " 


“t. Nevertheless the Corinthian Chureh did not) lay 
its differences officially before St. John. Or rather it 
Wes not St. John the Apostle, but St. Clement, the 
suecessor of an apostle, who settled the dispute. | And 
this successor of an apostle lived in’ Rome, whieh was 
toa much greater distance from Corinth than was 
Ephesus! 

“Ss. But even if this view of the Corinthian Chureh 


not substantiated by history, it) still seems certain 


that the post-seript was added fe the original draft 
oF the Pourth Gospel in order to meet the twe diffi 
cultes felt dw the early Chureh It the Corinthians 
did send a messenger to St. John at Ephesus it is net 
unlikely that he would send buaek With them his yosped 
With the addition of the incident caleulated to setth 
their choubet Nal foas he seems te diave prefixed 
the “hoges” doenment for the henetit, of the Greek 
mond he maay have added the past cript for the good 
of the Corimthian mined 
~) Nt any rate, St. John could not Womere clearly 
that he was net immortal that te wos niet greving ter dive 
fer ever, Nor could he have well made a more cetinite 
declaration that he was net the head oof the Chureh 
If, in the event, the Church of Cornith in spite of its 
trong Greek dishhe of Rotnan government. sobmitted 
its diteulties te the See of Home it wa no oobedionce, 
i onet te the letter, at least to the peritoot-this ele 
Ing Witness of St. Jobn te the claims of St. Peter 
“Tn looking over the witness of the Pourth Ge pel to 
the claims of St. Pete ropenminded eritie can « 
cape the conviction that its writer moexponent of 
the Petrite elain St. Dete toentioned a hundred 
mich fifty five times in the New “Testument: and. fifty 
fines in the Perth Grasp Considering how few 
topics are handled dy ost. John amd thew nanueh oof his 
work is given to lengtl discussion ind discourses 
these fifty tention re eloquent of the writer's de 
ofion te St. Peter Seothat even if the Pourth Gospel 
were a thesis rather the i hist the clvin wf Peter 
tre an essenti prart of that the 
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ONTPORD MOVEMENT. 


By J. Manns 


As miv be events Gave rise 
tor wiches pore iN tnt The Movement had 
chefeat before the world. 
Pebruary 15 crisis In 
Whil fuiling, New 
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finished te tl 
us the He 


rretnene 


was clear 


world teuvin 


er ht of eonvietion and 
Vower was originally 
the MM te Ihr ch oof 


rintedt in 


sure. On the Sth he wrote a simultaneous let 
ter to a number of his friends, annnouncing his 
decision, "Phe same day, shabbily dressed and 
unid) pelting rain, Father Dominie the Pas 
Littlemore, 


where. after a night spent in prayer, Newman 


sionist arrived, by invitation, at 
Was at ast received into the arms of the mighty 
Mother, into the Communion of the undying 
Chureh! 

Thus noiselessly did) the event come to pass 
Which, whether we consider its importance as an 
isolated facet, or as the result of what had gone 
before, and the determining cause of many of 
the conversions  theet followed, mitist certainly 
he pronotnecd to have been, “if not the provi 
dential end oof the Movement, at 
SWwinbol and measure of its trae significance” 
(Canon Oakeley). 


any rate the 
The end was indeed come. 
The trusted captain, who so long as he thought 
there was a chance of saving the ship had held 
hack his men. was now among the first to abandon 
the sinking: vessel. “Phe ery was now, “Sauce 
gui pent” "Phe change was not unexpected: 
hot the blow. when it did) fall, fell as usual, with 
Keble called ita “thunderbolt.” 
Down Chureh heads the chapter in which he 
“The Catastrophe.” Lord) Bea 


consfield, years afterwards, spoke of it as ‘a 


stunning force. 
at bl | viln . it 


blow 
still 
“Vationnisa” 
Dr. 
Church of Mnglind has never 
netted at anything dike the full 


cakunitous importance, 


from which the Chureh of Englind was 
reeling.” In 1875. in his) pamphlet on 


Mr. 


: ‘ 
Newnian’s 


“Tn my 
the 
esti 
of its 
The ceck 
sitstion! historian will perhaps. hereafter jud 
that 


Gladstone wrote: 


opinion, secession from 


vet been 


amount 


we 
this secession Was ao much greater event 
even than the partial secession of John Wesley. I 
do not refer to its effect upon the mere bal 
ance of schools or parties in the Chureh: that 
its effect 


pon positive belief. and the attitude and ea 


isan inferior question, To refer to 


pacitics of the religious mind of England. Of 


this, thirty vears age, he had the leadership: 


in office and power from whieh none but hin 


self could ejeet him. Tt has been his extraor- 
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dinary, perhaps unexampled case, at a critical 
period, first to give the religious thought of his 
tine and country the most powerful inpulss 
which for a long time it had received from: any 
individual, and then to be the main, though. 
without doubt, the involuntary cause of dis 
organizing it in a manner as remarkable, and 
of breaking up its forces into a multitude of 
not only severed but conflicting bands” (Vati 
canism, pp. 10, 11). 

“It is the intensest loss we could have had,” 
wrote Dr, Pusey, in a letter of consolation to 
an imaginary friend, which appeared in the 
English Churchman of October 16th, 1845. 
“It looks as if some good purposes tor our 
Church had failed. 2.0.) The first) pang 
came to me years ago, when EF had no othe 
fear, but heard that he was prayed for by many 
in so many churches and Religious Houses on 
the Continent. They who have won 
hin know his value, Ile has gone as 
asiuple act of duty, with no view for himself, 
placing himself entirely in God*s hands. 

He scems to me not so much gone frout Us is 
transplanted into another part of the vineyard, 
Where the full: energies of his powerful maine 
cunt be employed as here they were not. ‘ 
It is, perhaps, the greatest event whieh lias 
happened since the communion of the ¢ hureches 
has been interrupted. If anything 
could open their eyes to whit is good in lis, Ol 
soften in-us any wrong prejudices ag tinst them, 
one would think it} would be the presence of 
such a one, nurtured and grown to such rips 
hess in our Chureh, and now removed to theirs.” 

To us, looking back over the years, the truth 
of Pusey’s words is plain.~ With Newman's con 
version and departure from Oxford, the Ox 
ford Movement, strictly so called. came to oan 
end. Tt left Oxford: it ceased to be strongls 
ind prominently academical: it poured itsell 
broad, and worked in weaker fashion through 
out the country. Tere, then, this paper might 
titly close, but perhaps ao brief summary of 
the effeets of the Movement may be 
peeted, 
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all others, and to the inner workings of the 
principles of the Movement in the great heart 
of Britain was she indebted, in God's providence, 
for the breaking down of prejudice, and for 
the better feclings, born of fuller knowledge, 
that are clearing the way for her further prog 


ress, 


ANGLICAN ORDERS. 


Eprron’s Nore. The above we hope to make a 
Our DousLe 
Witness, indicated by the two flames of the lamp 


permanent heading in Vite Lamp. 


upon the cover, has always been to the sure 
pivino Primacy of the Roman See and the Valid 
idity of Anglican Orders, but the preponderance 
of consideration has from the start been given 
fo the former, because our enterprise has been 
primarily one of education and not of defence. 
Vet it is only right that we should “be ready 
always to give an answer to every man that 
asketh a reason” (I Pet, ti, 15) of the certitude 
of our faith concerning the genuineness of the 
priesthood and sacraments of the Church to 
which we belong and in pursuance of that end 
it is our purpose to publish under the above 
heading from month to month selected or con- 
tributed articles upon the subject. Our own 
share in the conduct of this department will 
simply be to edit the matter in hand and pre- 
sent it in as orderly and condensed a form as 
possible, 
Ob jection ITT. 

By those, who reject the validity of Angli 
asserted that) William 
Barlow, the chief conseerator of Archbishop 
Parker, had 
Dr. Bagshawe, Archbishop of Selencia, voiced 


can Orders, it is often 


never himself been consecrated. 
Laue 
(seep. “That Barlow was 


not a real Bishop is almost certainly proved by 


this objection in the last issue of Tut 
952) as follows: 
the history of his movements, and by the fact 
that in every official document relating to his 
appointment he is spoken of as *hishop-clect? 
which implies that he was not yet consecrated, 
There is no record of his consecration and he 


| other direction, 
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himself held that consecration was quite un 
necessary.” 
THE ANSWER.” 
Key. Po OR. Brigurwas, M. AN., Librarian of 
Pusey House, Orford, ‘ 


1. As to the Register there is no difficulty. 
The loss of a document is neither exceptional 


By ovite 


hor any matter of wonder, and that especially 
in view of the condition of Cranmer'’s Register, 
which is very carelessly kept and consists of a 
number of promiscuous documents of various 
sizes bound up together, There are plenty of 
War 


ham’s Register before and Pole’s afterwards. 


other records wanting, ats there are in 


In fact there are wanting in Cranmer’s Regis 
ter a quarter of the documents which ought to 
he found there, and one entry breaks off in the 
And in 


cerns only the entries concerning consecration : 


middle, Barlow's case the defeet con 


the other aets of his promotion are duly re- 
corded in their proper places. Tle was) cer 
tainly not consecrated immediately after cither 
of his confirmations, whether to St. Asaph or 
to St. David's. to which he was transhiuted while 
elect of St. Asphas so that) the entry of con 
secration is not to be expeeted in’ connexion 
with either of these, both of which are recorded, 

2. As to the opinions of Barlow and Cran 
ther, whatever they may have been, there is ne 
sort of reason for supposing that they ever 
acted publicly upon any other principles than 
those of the Chureh. "Phe evidence is all in the 
In the vear of Barlow's con 
secration, 1536, or in the next vear. Cranmer 
signed the Declaration of the Functions and 
Divine Institution of Bishops and Priests: in 
1537 both Cranmer and Barlow subscribed The 
Institution of a) Christian Man. commonly 
called) The Bishops’ Book: and in 1543) both 
took part in the composition of of) Necessary 
Doctrine and Erudition for any Christian 
Man. or The Ning’s Book. and in all these the 
doctrine of the sacrament of order is clear and 
explicit. In 1548 Cranmer issued a Catechism 
for children in which he clearly teaches the 

“Taken from 
Ranglish Orders 


What have 
Ru the Rev. FOB. Brightman, Church 


objections heen made to 


! Historical Society, Tract No. VI. 
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transtuission of orders by the communication of 
the Holy Ghost) from our Lord through the 
Apostles to bishops and priests. Moreover, in 
Edward VPs reign, Cranmer refused to violate 
the law in’ Hooper's case, and it was he who 
was mainly responsible for the Preface to th 
Ordinal. On the other hand, it is true that in 
uswers to certain questions on the sacraments 
he expressed very different views, and sueri 
fico the orthodox doctrine and made stats 

ments both historically and theologically in 
defensible. But this was four years after the 
vear of Barlow's consecration: he expressty 
dds, °"Phis is mine opinion and sentence at this 
present, which Todo not) temerariously define. 
but do remit the judgment thereof wholly unto 
your Majesty’ a characteristic note. but one 
Which shows that his mind was not finally meade 
up. and that nothing can be argued from his 
reply as to what he thought four years before : 
ind. so far as there is evidenee, he did not ad 
here to his “temerarious” opinion, as is proved 
by the Wing's Book of 1543. Nor does his 

ply express any positive rejection of conscera 

tion, but only that it is not neeessary s se that 
even had he held his temporary opinion four 
vears before, it would supply no reason to sup 
pose that he would wish to omit conseeration : 
While within the fortnight in whieh Barlow mus! 
have heen consecrated, Cranmer ec rhainty con 
seorated two bishops. As to Barlow, the es 

denee that he held opinions other than thos: 
eXpressed in the public documents above is cdi 

rived partly from his replies to the questions 
ready mentioned, written four years after hie 
Was consecrated: and partly from on charge 
rade against him in’ the year of his conseers 
tion, that ina sermon at St. David's he had 
suid that the King’s nomination could mutke any 
lavinan as good na bishop tts Barlow Jitrnyse if at 
the hest bishop in the land a remark which 
tisserts the very fact of his consecration whieh 
it is cited to diseredit. On the strength of 
these occasional expressions of opinion, incon 
sistent as the vo are with the formal and official 
ifferanees of documents aces pled hy hath, we 
ire asked to believe that Cranmer and Barlow 


formed a CONSPIPAey between then to omit eon 
secration, and so well streeecded that no one 


except the hing not even them brother bish 


pds lisa canny Kriow ledges the faet 


this without issigable motive 

the stuggested motives will bear eri . 
seruples of conscience are sugested Barlow 
Was notoat all the sort of person to tave ans 
scruples about subniutting ton what tie might 
consider to be an unnecessary formality: while 
on the supposition that he was not conseerated 
his whole subsequent life was a lie and a fraud 
If the motive be supposed to be a desire to that 
ter the hing by exalting his prerogative Ten 
rv's theolowieal Opinions throtighout were those 
of the old) learning. and the only ground sug 
vested for the notion that he would tiawe been 
wl tified Ihy such flattery is a note written in 
the margin of a document. whieh ts cliost eer 
tainly. hot itt Np re ssiont al hi s Own Opeban, 


but oan argumentum vd hominem intended te 


expose the al strdity of a distinetion mide in 
the test Besides this, in carrving through 
stich a conspat wey Cranmer would EN pose lin 
self and all tis offieials. Uf not) Barlow himself, 


ter thie y nalties af Preemanire, irs conte Wwenmg 


! 


the statute “concerning the  cotsceration oo 


bristiopes”” passed only two vears before Wi 


if the COUSPEtey Webs successful we live to sup 
' 


prose thet. while never a bishop. Barlow was il 


lowed to sit in the PDotuse of Lords in the order 


of tis senmioritvye ta sit ind vote in the conven 


tion of Canterbury. tay porte nothe coanmseeration 
of other | ishoy =. TP Very Way cut chosetosadl tannies 
to he treated as a bishop: without 
a word being uttered or cion breathed 


isto the renal faets t st, POD Histearnedinnge 
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WHO BIDis His TIM 


wl chay bey cbay 
pritiently, 
ab rouridebay 
fertutus bee 
my Uy 
praltrys chines 
Hden in his pai, 


huis titine 


his tires ‘ 

the saltest tear, 
ihe fares with slowest feet, 
ootmeet hin. drawing near 


ralds of his cause; 





1 never-ending rhyme, 


Phe recudsides 


lolevone im his tppliuse, 
Whi bides 


his tine 
Who bides his time. and fevers not 
In the bet race that mene achieves, 
} : , wie Retee Shall wear cool-wreathen biurels, wrought 
jak he xe ; *y With crimson berries in the leaves; 
the transy - x And he shall reign a) goodty king, 
ANnd sway his 
- ‘ With peace writ 


ey hand over every. clime, 
our Bartow : 

on his signet ring, 
therity, cred brave 


Who bides bis tine 


tent bor ten 


James Whitcomb Riley. 
duties and exercised ‘ 
Barlow's great nepede Roman Catholic Nature loves paras 
treati t . ; 

’ i e entitled dox that le who stoaps te wear the voke of law, be 
peaks of him as : 


hagas  “osreene come the child of liberty. while he 
wee cons 

nm Dek at ' ibont 
teen years” (Denn tow 


pueradenxes, and this is her chiefest 
ind oppesed to hin 
‘ » Protesxtautix 
Ny exis f St ns i who will be free 
shop « wie 
cented ta St. Pavid thir trom God's bow wears a ball and chain all his vears 
jean 


Rev, John Caranaugh, ¢ me iy 
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AN ANGLO-ROMAN STRAW. 
Eorror’s Nore. We publish the following 
letter, which appeared recently in the English 
Guardian, the most conservative Church pape 
in England, as an indication of the headway 
tnglo-Roman ideas are making in the Anglican 
hody. Five The 
not have given such a letter a place in its col 
umnus and had it the 
pressed by the writer would have called forth a 
In the present instance only 


years ago Guardian would 


done so, sentiments ea 
storm of protest. 
one correspondent hastened to give eapression 
in print to “rie very Great pain” the letter 
had caused him, 

lo the Rditor of the Guardian. 

Si: One of your correspondents is impressed by the 
jets and unity se evident at the Eucharistic Congress 
He is by that 


an edifving speetacle, 


respect It has in 


Phe 


sin the minds of many of us is, Phas this Congre 


noo tneans alone in 


deed been question which 


thelp oor a hindrance towards the realisation of 


between our Rotman Catholic brethren and our 


Personally TP think it will prove to have been a 


With vour permission, Po owill state iy reasen 
with all to other 


Hoke some suggestions which DE hope looked 


for so thinking and) alse, deference 


will mot te 


is unwerthy of consideration 
of the 


who have 


stand ont most) di 


Thes ire 


Pwo features Congress 


for all fervent 


hionble 


tinetly eves: to see 
devotion to 

In 
ime ts 
likely 


Presence It 
that 


enthusiastie 
Christ 


brethren 


and 
Vicar 


itholic 


adoration 


infallible 


hucharistie 
the 
inion, our Roman ¢ 
the Papacy 
fin the Real Objective 
tand 


mi 
little 
tw 


Pope as 
likely 


oo obandon ts thev are tlocnrecleon 


we are gotiy 


out until our brethren admit the Prope 
Primacy of 
the Greek 

fo revise some of Thotions 
Up oto the Reformation English 
edged that) the Pope was Christ's Viear. and) that) he 


had in 


only oa honour, then reunion will be ce 


until Is it not possible for 


the 


ferred 


Kalends. 


our tbovnt Paper 


Churchmen acknowl! 


them in spirituals 


thyerse 


very real jurisdiction over 


Mngbind produced ao fair number of erities (ot 


of 


whe 


but 
deny that the Pope 
upen the English Chureh 


They might allege that he had overstepped the linnit 
of i 


Popes) 


to 


Curia and individual 


reds net one ventured 


! claims the obedience of 
S just prerogative: thes never questioned that his 


just and of verv considerable es 
OP (Chereh Cuarte rlu Rerviow, \pril. peg As far 
ind 


rogative itself was 


I can see Rome will not change on this point 


soit ts 


Pusey, Lid 


not changed, Enghind has changed, and 


host possible that she will change again 


mad Crore 
they lvave 
“The 


hetnetithy 


don, 
rol 
personal i 


disputed 


faith 
th 


“res pp 
Papal inftatlibit 
fax certainly 
when righth 
wnion (ride 
Ruahond and 
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riched, and ber own discipline? bo do not pretend that 
this Uniate Church would be the Church of Pagland 
tsoshe is at present [ cannet imagine our present pan 
denominationalisme (te give at its correet deseription 
seme other people prefer the expression “glorious cou 
prehensiveness” ) will ever be weepted ly either Lenn 
or the Boast 

[Loam net so sanguine as te ingine Chat a Uniate 
Church could be formed to-day, but I believe that, for 
an ever ineresasing netber, at will prove the only al 
ternative to individual secession Nn Foam inelined 
to think that it all Cathele minded \igliedns coed tee 
polled the number whe would vate fora Uniate ¢ hureh, 
or express in seme way them desire for a revision of 
our Ustad attitude towards the DPiapaes, weeolkd bea 
revebatpon tana, 

Tohope that some of aur leaders wall fake the matter 
up oand that a derge nimeber will eventually deelare 
themselves in favour oof a) Uniate Chureh. for it is 
plain that) Rome will net negotiate with) a few irre 
sponsible indisidials. cor will ao tere handful of Nngh 
cams be dikely te obtain any conmeesstons 

Phe bron qarestran + LE tate Chureh onmght to be 
dlisetssedl before we begun a debate on teh tatters 
of detail as Vighiean Orders. the question of readmit 
ting seme Partin dite the public serviees. ete 

Phe question af oa) Contite Chiaret needs feo te ther 
oughly ventilated: betore it eam wisely he aeeepted or 
rejected Phe scheme i it oleast net gaere chimerical 
them ce gered oroeemy whieh) we NVerglicans discuss my the 
press andl in private 

Yours, ete. 
\ Parsnvire 


WHEN SCANDAL COMES 


Of course it is inevitable Chat) fron tine tee time sean 
chats Will take place Sueh occurrence: rene reflection 
on othe Cathelie Church. ter the Chareh ties no provid 
of the indefeetibility ot deer raeniber Popes 
mck bishops ane pric tsb nus sere nen and wormen 
like ourselves, Subbpeet te Duman teneapetationns camel Tisadole 
to fall away unless they themselves correspond with 
the yvraces they recei It is ne mere an) argument 
rwainst the Church that ao priest or mun stenuld quit) the 
ranks of the foithtudl, than at is am argument against 
truth that persons should be found whe tell ties Lon 
don Monitor and New Evra 


Doonot speak te them (the poor) of duty before thes 
have known conseobition Hlold out veur artis te then 
that they mas hoew whet eonmfort a Cod never re 
viles His reproaches spring trom his pits Tle forgave 
the sins ef the spirits ond) remember! mere often still 
Tle forgave these oof the heart aud the thesh Rene 


Basin Redemption 


PRIEST STUDINS INO ANGLICAN CHURCH 
HISTORY. 

By Rev. Awrieorn bh. Watarwan. 
“\torspiesnogun Porson on rine Caocrem or Esoruasp 
wo Vicar on rab Citron or Rose.” 

Now first as te Nugustine’s comseerator, and place 
of comsecration There was net the slightest necessity 
tor Bishop Brown intimating a difficulty here. Bede 
evidently understood that Gregory's decision that Au 
yustine, in the event of his success with the English, 
hould be conscerated a bishop, ineluded his conseecrator 
ind place of consecration, viz Arles and the bishop of 
that city It is true that his language might be taken 
to signify merely that Gregory had ordered him in 
case ot his success to be consecrated a bishop without 
mentioning either where or by whom, Cutts says, 
Gregory had directed Nugustine, if he were success 
tul in his iission, toa seek consecration as \rehbishop 
of the Poglish nation at the hands of the Gatlie bishops 

he went to the continent, where the Areh 
bishop oof Arles and other Preneh bishops, pursuant 
to Gregory ’s request, consecrated hin Bishop of) the 
Pglish (laraing Points of English Charch Mistory 


yp. 0 So farias LE know, there is no direct evidences 


i 
that Gregory teed requested the Bishop of Arles to con 


thle Newustine, or that he bad ordered Nugustine te 
he consecrated by that prebate Apart) from Bede's 
statement, whieh can be read two ways, the only other 
direet evidence is the letter written by Gregory te 
boulowin Bishop oof Alexandria, touching Nugustine’s 
HOCEeSS Here he says, referring to Nugustine’s eon 
seoration, “With tix leave he was conseerated a bishop 
by othe Bishops of Germany and, with their encourage 
ment reached the nation at the end oof the world.” 
Prom this and another letter to Queen Bronhild, sone 
\ claimed Saames dugleSavon Ch, pe 50), that 
Nngestine had) been made a bishop before reaching 
Ponglond. bot Dede definitely intimates that it) was 
ter his first great) sueeess in’ Kogland that he re 
turned to France and was consecrated as Bishop of 
he Pinglish (E23, 27) Phe commendatory letters 
written to the ditherent  persens on Nugustine’s route 
to Pglend, doonet represent) Nugustine as a) bishap; 
While those subsequently written ta some of the same 
versens, dose, a circumstance which bears out Bede, 
“Phat in the meantime ioe between the two sets of 
correspondence, Nogustine had returned toe France for 
consecration Seale adds that he was conseerated “their 
bishop. whieh would hardly have been the case before 
hi trriving in Pgh The majority of scholars. 
therefore, have aecepted Bede's representation that it 
was after his suecess in Pinghend that) Nugustine was 
mrede a bishep 


Returning te Gregor ’s intimation to Bulogius of 
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\ovustine’s consecration, it is true that this is a vers 
ose description of the province of Arles, but it: must 
«remembered that at this period France had become 
he kingdom of Childebert™ (Uergilins SDB). oft 
German origin, and that its history under its new 
nvereignty “inst be regarded as in most respects sub 
dinate to that of Germany. Germanic use prevailed 
no the new kingdom’ (Prance-Knen. Brit.) Vhis is 
the reason evidently, why the province of Tyens at thi 
fine is represented as “Lugdumensis Germania” (Mis 
ion of Augustine, po Vb), and the province of Vek 
would undoubtedly come under ao Similar designation 
Bet by the use of the expression, “Bishops of Ger 
ov” had) Gregory any particular bishops in’ mind 
I think that he had and, as To have said, Bede als? 
thought se. Bede says that) \Vugustine was consecrated 
Ietherius of | Arles Etherius, however, was net 
Bishop of Arles, but of Lyons There is a mistake 
therefore in’ Bede's statement, for Vergilins was bishop 
of Arles But the mistake is only in the mame of the 
conseerator, notoas to the place of consecration. Neon 
critical writers, such as Hore, Late, Chapin. Grav, and 
Gouilbert, tell us that) Augustine was consecrated by 
beth Etherius of Lyons, and Vergilins of Vries Thy 
late Prof. Barbour, in bis “Beginnings of the Tisteri 
Episcopate,” adds to the name of Btheriusy “Thought 
to have joined in’ conseerating Nugestine ‘Phe more 
critical writers, such as Hunt, Wakeman, PLotten witl 
the Article Pwaustine, S.DOUR.: DNB. and Overton, 
refer merely to Augustine as consecrated by Vergilius, 
Without mentioning the name oof Etherius, except that 
Overton at the bottom: of the page adds, “Net Etherin 
is Bede says.” The fact is there is no re ll evidence 
that Ftherius took part in Nngustine’s consecration 
In oa detter received) from the late Bishop Stubbs in 
1895, this distinguished Anglican schobier wrote, “Phere 
is no evidence that the Arehbishop of Pons assisted 
the Archbishop of Arles at the conseeration of \ugu 
tine The statement made as von report, is sitaply 
conjectural inference explaining tentatively Bede's mi 
take as to the name of the Archbishop of Artes”? Not- 
withstanding the abeve statement by Dro Stubbs, Dr 
Gravy in “The Charch Belectic” July. 1898. pp. 336, with 
reference to this question of Etherius taking part in 
the conseeration of Augustine, still insists. “There is 
tsomuch probability. that he did, as that he did net 
There is no absolute proof from records, and thet is the 
purport of Bishop Stubbs? remark.” 

We have seen that there is no real evidence for a 
cepting Etherius as an assistant in the conseeration of 
\ugustine, we shall now therefore examine Dr Grav's 
probability’ that he did assist. an’ examination, how 
ever, Which we shall include in a review of the evidenet 

support of Vergilins being the actual consecrator of 
Nngustine 


Dr. Hook was correct in his surmise that) \ugustine 


desired te 
Kaomie, leu 


ts that 


that Ne 
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in the Pope's supremacy, for when in Fit, Leo deprived 
Arles of the metropeolitanship, owing to his quarrel with 
Hilary, and bestowed it) upon Vienne, nineteen bish 
ops of the same province petitioned the Pope for a 
restoration of the metropelitanship te Vrles on) the 
ground that it possessed certain authority: over all Gaul 
as the vies-aerent of the Roman See (Leo-S DUB), 
It is not oat all probable then, that) Vergilius would 
have sought the aid of an outside metropolitan te eon 
secrate) Nugustine, when he had plenty of his own 
suffragan bishops of important sees ta assist him. Dr 
Gray, consequently” has no warrent for insisting that 
there is “much probability” that) Ptheries assisted Ver- 
vilius te consecrate Nugustine 

The next point to settle is. Thive we any direct evi 
«lence that Gregory desired to marke Nugustine his 
representative, sinee strong as the evidence is that we 
have already submitted, it is after alleonty indirect evi- 
dence 

In his “Letin Chareh po 24, Soames saves, “Th is mot 
atoall likely then that) Gregory meant \iagestine te 
erect himself into a sort oof Patriarch independent of 
Rome” OF course net, but how was this to be aveided 
By two provisions, first ly having hint conseerated by 
the nearest Papal viear, whieh meant. as Mr Tol 
says, by the Pope himself: and. second bw bestowing 
upen him the pall, the svinbelo at this time. under cer 
fain circumstances, of the Poopal vieariate Keven Tlook, 
oe we have seen, recognizes this Notwithstunding a 
recent scholar, Dro Charles Plummer. of Oxford. writes 
me “Tale agree with vou in thinking that before cat, 
the palliom hed come te be tore than a mere mark of 
honorary regard T doubt, however, whether anything 
quite so definite as a) Papal viewsiate was in the air as 
early as that.’ 

We have seen what) Took has soid on this point, let 
us therefore obtain further opinion 

The Rev. TE A. Wilson. in’ Masons “Mission of itu 
gusting” po WS, saves of the pally “Gregory himself 
seems to have regarded it} as a svinbol of vieorial an- 
theritv” and in a note he refers for proof to the letter 
of Gregory in which he grants the pallinn to Vergilins 
of Arles. the said letter being given in the Benedictine 
edition of Gregory's works Few of us. however, are 
able to consult this edition, but we ean all obtain Bede, 
and here is similar evidenee. Gregory writing to Au 
gustine tells hin that he is net to have qauthoritw over 
the bishops of France, because his predecessors in an- 
cient times, bestowed the pall npon the Bishop of Artes, 
and his authority is not to he tuken away from him 
(1. 27) What authority ? 
bishops of Franee, which Gregory here associates with 


the gift of the pall as the svinbel oof that) authority 


Jurisdiction over all the 


Rut in the same contest. Gregory bestows upon Vagus 
tine oa) Similar jurisdiction over all the bishops of 


Britain, and he also sends him at the same time the 


pall (HMaddan and Stubbs CC. and ED. Vol. 111, P 
32). the svinbol of this authority. This is alse admitted 
by Mr. Hunt, whe in a letter to me says, “Et was con 
ferred by Gregory on some metropolitans, as Arles and 
Canterbury, in their cases carrving with it the position 
of the Pope's viewr 2... In the ease of Arles and 
Canterbury itt carried with it) rights of jurisdiction.” 
Notwithstanding this admission, however, he adds, 
“Your phrase that) Augustine became Gregory's man 
seems to me inopplicable toe the time, and to imply an 
ides of homage which belongs to feudal times.” But 
if, as Mr. THlunt) coneedes, Nugustine was made the 
Pope's viewr by the gift} of the pall, then assuredly in 
weepting this gift) he beeame the Pope's man, for 
what else under these ciremmstances does Papal vieariate 
tiean, but the power to personally act for the Pope, 
otherwise, as the Pope's) man To us it seems there 
fore that) Mero Thunt: contradicts himself, since by his 
staterment that in the ease of Arles and Canterbury the 
pall carried with it the position of the Pope's viear, 
he practically coneedes that here the recipient: became 
the Pope's man, whieh is what viear means. 

Little. in attempting to prove that Nugustine was 
mo independent bishop. and not the lieutenant of the 
Pope, informs us that so lite as ALD. 1100, Urban TT 
had “deelared the Arehbishop of Canterbury ought te 
he treated as oan equal, and ealled him ‘the Pope and 
Patriarch of another world’ (ib. p. 139). Urban I 
was not alive, however, in TOO, having died in July of 
the previous vear. This is a small mistake as to a date. 
but then Dr Littles volume is fulbof such small mistakes 
in’ faet his whole volume is a) compilition of small 
inistakes Sut apart from this error in a date, the title 


in question is nothing more than an exaggerated det 


| cvenes Sestowed upon Archbishop Anselm hy Pope 


Urban Th at the Couneil of Bari in 1098) (Perru-Stu 


dents Bug. Cho Mis. po V5, note) it meant ne more 
than that) Anselm owas an) Arehbishop and) Primate of 
i ovreat kingdom: bevend the immediate influenee of the 
regions represented by the other members of the coun- 
cil. But it was nothing more than an exaggerated com 
pliment, though based upon the greatness of the realm 
of Bnglond. and the recognized scholarship of Ansel, 
for the archbishop was aetually present for the very 
purpose cof seliciting the Pope's aid, net merely as 
Patriarch of the West, but as head of the entire Church, 
inca quarrel between the Archbishop and his sovereign 
\n exile while William TD lived, he returned to) Enghind 
upon the aecession of Henry T. only, however, to appear 
ivainooat Rome te plead afresh for the Pope's inter 
ference an English affairs (Orerton, ih., p. 182) Does 
this look as though the Archbishops of Canterbury were 
Popes of anether world? “Phose whe make such a state 
ment only show their inability. to estimate the true 
character of the situation, and have neo elaim to the 
title of historian. 
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Lop THE EDEPOR’S MAIL BAG, saan ha dentine 
ittedt priests to marry 


eon “Tie Tespaxp or One Warr.” means, « 


anil lo the Editor of Tire Laue. 


ition Dear Father: TV have read with deep interest the ar than omer, 


ane tice by We OY. WW. in vour September number (1907), erv high, ane 


ion.” entitled “Clerical Celibacy and Reunion” and TL venture he forbidden te a 


bile to contribute something on the subjeet oon my own high ideal before other 


man wount. As Team in India my letter must reach yeu A Correa (fis Wasesty’s Isoras Spavies 


an far too late for insertion in’ your next number, but 1 


But hope you may find room for it in’ November 

the Lhave long felt that the unlimited freedom to marry 

lowed to the clergy of the Anglican Communion i If the writer of th 
WoO. Ws two artiot 


' 
fa wost deplorable. Tt is obeious!y unseriptural, save for 
inte, priests who are seeking an excuse for remarriage, and inion.” Which appeared 
ape, it brings us under the contempt of beth the Rotman Fawr (1907). he would | 
or ind Bastern branches of the Church. Many vears age h mswer to the quest 
his while still a student at one of the leading theologies! in marrying at all 


the colleges in’ Knglind, Toremarked to a) fellow student the Liaw of the 


Wo say “Tur 


fico ter the 


ear “that the words “husband of one wife wust mean that 
une under no circumstances maya cleric be more than ones 
oy chonilet 
that some persons try te read into the words 1 leave ri her clergs 
! 


married, although To owas fully aware of the taewning 


long felt that if there is te he reunion this untimited rlicit sane 
freedom must he done away with heen the 

To have always known that) a married clergy was al y re 
lowed in the primitive Chureh(?). bat bE have only bitels Wf oelerical im 


learned that the Couneil of Nicaea decided (Cat) the whieh would 
t 


stance of Bishop Paphnutius) that) priests miuht have sengl 
protest of 


tha 


married, the old) law being that ne one might morn 
ifter the inception of the higher orders Whether thi Sennnn deny 
law Was re-enacted at the Couneil or net, T know net. historian 
but atany rate the principle that) priests might be meer place 4 
ried was allowed. 

The Kastern Chureh (Russe-Greek), of whieh DT treve 
some practical knowledge, exacts matrimony fron ll 


ee 


. . I te 
whe desire to he seeular priests, theugh thev may net anmen and 


torry after their ordination to the priesthood | "oe Ie fence 
Iam sure that the Orthodox Eastern Chureh would the contrary 
never unite with the Anglican so long as the bitter per law forbidd 
mits more than onee married men to be priests finmanes 
Now are we Anglican priests wrong in marrying af | sneaure 
Ul after ordination? Let all honour be given te ther \neve 
who vow themselves to celibaes for the tke of Jesu tien fe 
Christ and His Church, but is not) We Yo WPL here an ! ordin 
there rather sweeping in tene? Holy Matrimony that he « 
secrament of the New Law and is therefore a neo sneh disper 
grace, and vet WL oY. IW, Says that it is a failure . How anes 
oral safeguard. So it may be, but se toa tay | wesothe 
ind every other means of grace, when misused 

Holy Matrimony is a sacrament and a means af grice, 

may it not he so te seme priests? Marriage is not 

mere concession to human nature It is also oa dis 

pline, though it may be misused and turned inte 

ert oof legalised licentiousness Possibly, however, 


Woo. WW. in’ the concluding words of his artic le only 
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enter the clergy. wishes to be joined to a wife in biwful 
tarriage before he is ordained sub-deaeon, deacon, or 
presbyter, let it} be done? ‘The cartier discipline was 
thus reverted te, and the indulgence of the Couneil of 
Nnevra was abrogated, although the permission to rs 
marriage contracted before ordination: was a deelension 
from the original ideal of the priesthood Nn so mineh 
is acknowledged by this Quinisest Couneil (held at 
Constantinople, G92. \0 DL) “in its third einen, whieh 
expressly admits that) the Rotman practices requiring 
continence after ordination is ‘the rule of exvet per 
fection” Tt is to be remembered that the canons of the 
Quinisest permitting the use of morringe te clerics 
never received the approbation of the  Thaly See. 
WoO. W's two papers have been issued by ‘Tir Dawe 


Pontisiexe Coo in tract form and ean be hed upon: 


plication Price, 3 cents each, the two for five] 


“WHEAT © AN RE OTHE MEANING?” 
Kaditor Thr Taser, 

Sins The Liring Church in its Leader of date Qetober 
With last faults vou for saving that) Resolution 75 of 
the Lambeth Conference “eoquets with, if if does met 
vetually weleomes the Kangaroo \ustralion seheme of 
union, 

Let ome sav that in gov diwable fudement, if vour 
phrasing errs atall, it errs in that i is tee mild: for 
if Resolution 75 has anv meaning at all, it mekes tue 
formal assertions. First. that anv Presbyterian or nom 
Episcopal Chureh (Gi oe. a body formally rejecting 
episcopacy) has preserved “the faith in its intewrity 
mad purity; and second. that) suelo non-B pisconal body 
“has exhibited care as to the form and intention of 
ordination” Tf this does not imply if mot) formed 
assert. that Ppiscopacy is only of the Dene exee of the 
Church, and that nom Episeapal orders ore orders of 
sufficient validitv. te he distinguished frome nea orders 
ttoall, ar from quackery, Tam ata loss te know wheat 
it can mean? Either Presbyterian ministers are val 
ily ordained, or thev are not. Tf thew are let us sas 
sooand be done with our canting by poerasy Tf they 
ire not, whet ean be the meaning of that halting plirase 


ology of Resolution 


re) Canaan Presavrer 


A CORRECTION 
To the Fditor of The Lave: 

On page 251 of the November Lawe To neticed a 
reference to “the Lite Wilfrid) Ward2’ 

T wrete Longmans, Green & Co. who publish the 
works of Wilfrid Ward, and they write me. vesterday, 
that the reference “must have been a mistake 

To presume it was William George Ward, tather of 
W. W., whose name should have appeared on that 250st 
paoeoof ‘Tir Lawe 

Probably vou have noticed the error. or someone else 


hha Tready called) vour  aittention fo at: laut om the 
chonee of the matter having. hitherte, escaped vour 
notice, T send vou this reference te it Wek 


BOOK REVIEWS. 


Tine Rowan Tspex ano Tes Laresr Plisvontan of 
Critical Review of “The Censorship of the Church of 
Rowe’ by Corde Haren Putnam by Joseph Milgers, 
S.J. Reprinted from the Catholic Fortnightly Rericw 
With an Tntroduction by Arthur Preuss. Printed by the 
Society of the Divine Word, ‘Teehny, UL 


of ts opp. Price LO cents. 


\ pamphlet 


\ cursory: glince through this breezy brochure leaves 
one in possession of two distinet impressions: (1) that 
the Reverend Father Hilgers, S.J. knows far more 
thout the Roman Pndex than does Mr. George Haven 
Putoam. and (2) that the blunders, mistakes and errors 
which the learned: Jesuit brings to light ino his) censor 
ship of The Censorship” ire numerous and thagrant 
enough teomake Mero Putnam feel that he had wrecked 
his reputation as a “Liferaram Doctor” on the rock of 
the Roman Tndes 

Cvrrciuism on Worstnie Compose by Ree BLO 
Powell SS. dR. Noo 33 Bowdoin St. Boston, Mitss 
Price 200 cents 

Phe Preface says: “Much oof the opposition te Cathe 
lie rita is die to a mistaken view of its meaning and 
intention. “Phe objective end of Divine ceremonial is that 
itttmay be a sign among vous Phis little Catechism has 
been written that when our Cehildren ask, What) mean 
‘answer them.” 

Vhis “Catechism of Worship™ is the best “Ritual Rea 


m Why" in short) compass for popular use we have 


ve by these’ things, we may 


ever seem. Tt is a concise handbook of information on 
the ritual and appointments of a Catholie Chureh whieh 
every parish priest wonld do well te order in’ quanti 
fies of two or mere and keep them circulating among 
the faithful, especially the members of the Vestry We 
tho recommend our Reman Catholic readers te order 
socopy coef this Catechism, just) te inform themselves 
What) good progress we are making in’ Feeclesia An 
clicane towards ja Trecovery of the faith and) worship 
Yoour pre-Reformation forefathers. 

As Bescrisit) Borrtos or Desntece’s “Lorie ann 
Leriuerwsisu” Phe Very Reverend Lawrence PL Kear 
neve OF] BP the Provinetal of the Dominicans of 
the Provinee of St. Joseph in the United States, 
| 
lish edition of the monumental work of the Domini- 
canoseholar and) histerian, Rev. Henry Denitle, OL PL, 
on Uhether and Lutheranism” The translation will 
rade by Res Albert) Reinhart, OQ. BP. 
Provinee of St Joseph. 


i osecured all and singular the rights te an Bog- 


- 
a priest of the 
Father Reinhart has already 
hevun the work, which will be pushed) steadily te its 
ompletion. 


This will be ghid news te all) English scholars, whe 


since the appearance of Father Denitle’s great work in 
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German have been wist ? ‘ ‘ : ‘ 
3 shing for an authoritative English Sarxe Faas 
translation. Nets AND His Paiesps. Rendered n 
sa : c : - from Franciscan Chronicies, Wo Woratio G 
ieee : , 
irch of Rede Pores AxD Scnce. The History of the Papal \.. Cambridge University Dre Clit, 30 cent 
lilge rs, Relations to Science during the Middle lacs and doin = idl.) white cloth extra, 65 cents ; itilesh 
Restaw a Out ae Kime. By James J. Walsh, M.D PhD. ad: fem. (28, Gah 
by th LL.D. Fordham University: Press. New York, [908 te sinee the transtation inte Big vot oThe Li 
tuphiet Religion and science are contrary the one to’ the lowers of St Prancis” bas anything s+ near rese 
other The Roman Catholic Church, especially, is op bling it in style and charveter appeared i \ 
; ally, is yy" “ ! sland 
Biste aris posed ta science and intolerant of progressive: seholar America, and vet it is not oa mere imitation . 4 
ship. s .- * " : ar . $z3 ‘ 
|) that si Such is the Hnpression generally entertained eharacter all its own Phe author he hhown can oant 
Sena vuong the unlearned, and held as a) convietion, by mate acquaintance with the original sourees of Vt 
Raven ne " brig and. scientists, who ought to know be t ciscan knowledge and has exercised tine naan’ 
pre ter Ir. Walsh has undertaken the task of combating, Shes andadtinn. ‘hie. ee cannot’ caliest -yunttok toe.) 
Padi or rather of dispelling this erroneous view by an his charming book Mig. slic seven. phatia °: kid 
seer ‘torical and apologetic presentation of the Pints in the the book is composed, all of them very short, constitut 
satin Case It is not the feminine mind only that 5 aseenpos at tonecklace of precious yen gathered from: the histor 
ik of conclusions. Nor does scientifie study insure anim the doings and the savings of the Blessed <Pr 
wonity from the universal human weakness of preju The Littl Flowers” is) deservedly an +) 3 , 
dice, To any who will read, the learned author m sig popular books ever written concerning the Poor M 
it perfec = . i ‘ as xz oe 
ee t perfectly plain that neither the Church nor the Popes of Assisi” and "St. Frances and Ut Friends, 
* ee 48 Nee have been hostile to science or scientists. The Father Grimley. reetor of Bury St. baltatnds snd 
evidence he has amassed and the fair reasoning with gifted son oof Cambridge Universit), ought on at 
Cath Which he supports his main argument, is a neble and merits to win a) similar popularity 
” . i 
paren 1 very necessary contribution to the religious ipolo 
is that geties of the day. True faith is opposed to false science We are glad to eall our reader ittonrtie ton thee 
oy ae a true science must oppose false faith Phe indi publications of ‘Thomas DB Mosher, Port 1, Matinee, 
hc idual believer may be ignorant and the ee Wording an especially choice collection ? | tes 
scientist unbelieving, but faith and knowledge are per Christmas gitts Mr. Mosher is best) huows the 
tee . . ‘ . 

} Rea eetly harmonized in the Divine Mind and may be ree publisher of “The Bibelot + ostnall meontl qquearten 
Rnyes =~ in the mind of men like Dro Walsh. Tn parties reprint of poetry and prose for book lovers. ehosen 
sage lar, this work should be of great) interest te phy part) from searce editions, and senres to yeneralls 
seit eo and surgeons, while the story of the Lcaiiiiees known.” ‘Phe hooks care excursite serebnnee sa { ict 
sia’ te CyMninges of modern science will prove iluminat printing, on handmade poaper unent eddy loa t 

mong ing to every: well-read man parchment wrappers in pastebocard le ense 
We J. M. €. 
order 3 = \ receipt «a be Pew ' } 
t Catnouec Lark. or The Feasts. Fasts, and Devot © are in receipt oat The De bong \ 
selves of the B é * crotions | Poem of the Tith century. dene inte modes 
leclesiastical Year I? mo. 200 pp. illustrated . . svi 
\n ‘8 cont ' : "2 PP bids Marian Mead Phis beautitul thin ‘ vith 2) 
> cents net. Benziger Bros. New York : ° as ‘ 
ships The colbivation of 4 . ' . , lunent of a father fort lost changhter jer tl ’ 
‘ enasts etevates ur rts ‘ . 
nenieliidie- tte es our hear ihove bolo of a pearl Jrasst my tee oa reve 
' lings, and attaches them to the everbesting | tt \ 1 \ 
on " ° i =o - abreast ” sr blis " *arncline Deatecet ellun ner 
goals of heaven. ‘The religious fasts help us control g — ae eee ! 
AND the passion silk marker, price S100, Sb 25. and ither, S15 
. oof our corrupt nature tnd serve te remit 
ear r . - 
; emporal punishment due for past sins. The ceremontes 
Ss oof ., i. P ‘ } 
- of exterior worship in the Church speak to our eves ind The Sweet Miracle stale of The ¢ 1 Price, 4 
ates, ith ’ 
: s excite devotion. Let us then endeaver te know. the cents and Spe tour Lady Temeble antit 
“ne . ‘ 
Ww meaning of the feasts, fasts. and ceremonies of ELols bth century legend The Honnd af Hea rr 
] ( 7 P : ‘ 
mint hurch, and this knowledge will bege ae Phomapsen’s riatetite Ive which s« ' ‘ st 
Pp : i z IL beget the proper spirit | 
4 for their observance. less pursuit of oa saul Price, 4 cent ‘ t | 
} ina <e quote the above from the publishers’ notice of ba Wordworth’ thle te Tnn re rie, § 
« >| 
| wo hook, and we are ghid toe add our own cordial ay cents, 60 cents and shoe 
en re . 
’ *¢ age of Catholic Life, ind te recomend it te 
s und: . 
ig School teachers and godparents as a very suit V Book List containing a ecmptets ' im. 
able off Daca . . 
Pe oF gift) for those in’ their spiritual care, whether cations shows the artistic and poetic possibilities of 
oung pe id 
ies oe people or adults. ‘The book is clear and simp: 1 catalogue bree oo pp t tin thre ‘ hy 
in style . : 
Me and. profusely illustrated. lishers 
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AMONG OUR EXCHIIANGES 


. ONEW FORM. OF DESECRATION, 

Our readers will hardly believe this paragraph but 
it is true. in fact the truth of it is offieially inneunced 

Last week Mr. Nathan. the Anglo-Hlebrew  freemason 
whe is Mayer of the Eternal City in this vear of prace 
os, came te the conelusion that the walls of the Chris 
tian churches of Rome offered ao valuable amount) of 
ivertising space whieh might be profitably occupied 
\ometion was at once proposed and carried by the 
Block to appeal te the government for permission te 
stick bills on) the church walls, and = the government 
graciously) granted the request Visitors to Rome this 
will be delighted to find the walls of 


rdvertise 


vear, therefore, 
the saered buildings covered all over with 
ments, many of them positively: unelean Phe measure, 
everybody will be relieved to hear, dees not apply te 
the svoagegwne by the banks of the ‘Tiber, or te the 
granite church of the Methodists or to the temple of 
the Waldensians on the Vie Nesionale. or to the Presby 
tertoan oor Nngliown oor Episcepatian edifices scattered 
through the city Phe 


ditterenee is. af course, that the butter buildings have 


here and there reason of the 
net been contiseated, while the Catholic churches have 


Prone 


MOSEEM TPSTIMONY (To THE OM MACE IVER CONCEPTION 
Prom the BReaminér. Romban 

Sees Tn perusing ao small booklet, "Christ in’ shun, 
by Rev. Goldsack (Christian Literature Society), I 
come aeress a curious passage which may be considered, 
I think. as the testimony of an outsider ta the belief® of 
the early Church in the doetrine of the Tianaeuhite 
Conception of the Blessed) Virgin Moers Phe passage 
rons thas: 

“Tn the Mishhet= oat Mee Sabih oa hook of the earh 
traditions of 


child of Nada is 


is delivered of him. with the cxeeption of Marv and 


Mohamrnedans it iso related that) every 
tonehed by Satan the dav his mother 
her Son (Christ in Psbam. page ©) 

Tt wonld be interesting if some specialists in) Mustiin 
literature would go through the subject Perhaps some 
other text mas be found in the Quran or other Mustin 
book confirming and explhiining that text, whieh is ex 
tremely strong and elearer them anv eerk Christivn 


test TP remember 
Yours, ete. 


THER ROMAN OCVTEOTIO THOR AROITY 
Hlere iso a) stummary of the division of the Catholie 
Hierarchy througheut the world: On the continent of 


Purope., Ttaly has MS sees, Pronce St. Spain 36.) Nis 


trin-TIungery 92, Russia U Portugal 12.) Turkey in 
Burepe 7, Greeee 7. Belgium 6. Holbund 3. Switzerland 


»% Bosnia Herzegovina 3. Retrmonia 2. and one each for 


Bulgaria, Luxembourg, Monaco and Servia; Treland has 
ds, Pnglind 16, Seotland 6, and Malta 2; in) Asia, the 
Kast Indies have 32, Japan 4, Turkey in) Asia 3, and 
Persia 15: in America, Canada has 20, the United States 
93 (the most numerous hierarchy after [taly), New- 
toundlind 3, and othe different) Republics of South 
America, 130; in Qeeania, Australia has 
1 New Zealand dt. and the Philippines 9. 


st residential sees of the Oriental Rites. Then there are 


mad Central 


Phere are 


103 titular bishops with jurisdiction over Vicariates 
\postolic 
the Catholic Church throughout the world. 


\ltogether there are over THO) bishops in 
Rome. 
PIUS X oAS A REPOR MER, 

Pope Pins No ohas been the Father of the Chureh but 
five vears, vet already he is hailed as one of the great 

forming Popes. “Phis is the status given him in’ Rome 
since the publication of the decree remodeling the con- 
stitutions of the various congregations of the Church, 
those bodies which have virtually governed the Catho 
lie Church for so many vears. ‘The Roman view of the 
Pope's action in this question of world-wide interest: is 
thus set forth by the Courier d Italia: 

“Pins Noenters at onee into the ranks of reforming 
Popes Ile has proved how keen is bis vision for the 
needs of the Church. how unerring his judgment in’ the 
detection of weakness in itscorgenization and how firm 
his resolution ino applying a remedy In his reforms he 
has invariably chosen the mest direct path, with the 
result that he has succeeded in carrying out to universal 
satistuetion a task of vast magnitude where more timid 
retortiers would only h we comp lic ated the nutaberless 


issues imvelved.”” The Catholic Tidings 


JOAN OF ARE, e 
We have reason te believe that the third) and last 


meeting of the Congregation of Rites in’ the cause of 


the Beatification of the Venerable Joan of Vreo has 
ready been fixed for November 24 It will be held 
in the Vatican in the presence of the TPloly Pather to 
Hleged ino favour of the 


prochime thet) the mirseles 


beatification have been proved bevond the shadew of a 
doubt If this be the case it is very likely that) the 
beatification of the Maid oof Orleans will take place 
in St. Peter's next vear towards Faster It was hoped 
that the process would have been concluded before mow, 
bot oanounferseen delay was caused by the illness of a 
doctor who was to give important evidence on one of 
the miracles.  Reme, 
BURNING THE YOURE 1oG, 

The most bewutiful tradition attached to the burn- 
ing oof the vule log was that old wrongs and heart 
burnings perished therein, and as long as the flame was 
bright on the walls enomies were at peace with one 


mother. This truce was not always rigidly kept, it is 
true, There have been dark and cruel vuletides in’ the 
histery of our race. But in the main the spirit) of 


Christmas was kept 


The Catholic Telegraph. 
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